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Monday,  8  December  194-7 


INTERNATIONAL  MILITARY  TRIBUN^vL 
FOR  THE  FAR-  EAST 
Court  House  of  the  Tribunal 
War  Ministry  Building 
Tokyo,  Japan 


The  Tribunal  met,  pursuant  to  adjournment. 


Appearances: 

For  the  Tribunal,  all  Members  sitting,  with 
the  exception  of:  HONORABIE  JUSTICE  SIR  ’'VILIAM  F.  . 
"fEBB,  Member  from  the' Commonwealth  of  Australia  end 

H0N0R;3IE  justice  lord  Patrick,  Member  from  the 
United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain,  not  sitting  from 
0930  to  1600;  HONORABLE  JUSTICE  JU-AO  MEI,  Member 
from  the  Republic  of  China ,  not  sitting  from  1^00  to 

1600. 

For  the  Prosecution  Section,  sam.e  as  before 
For  the  Defense  Section,  same  as  before. 


(English  to  Japanese  and  Japanese 
to  English  Interpretation  was  made  by  the 
Language  Section,  IMTFE.) 


n/ 
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^  I 
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MARSLkL  of  the  COOliT:  The  International 
Military  Tribunal  for  the  Far  East  is  now  in  session. 

i*CTli,G  PRESIDENT:  All  the  accused  are  present 
except  M^^TSU1,  who  is  represented  by  counsel.  We  have 
a  certificate  from  the  prison  surgeon  at  Sugamo  cer-  | 

tifying  that  he  is  ill  and  unable  to  attend  the  trial  , 
today.  The  certificate  v/ill  be  recorded  and  filed. 

Captain  Robinson.  i 


4 


SHlGETaRO  SHIM/^DA,  an  accused,  resumed  | 
the  stand  and  testified  through. Japanese  interpre-j 

ters  as  follows:  j 

CROSS -Eyu.tllNi.T  ION  ! 

I 

CAPTAIN  ROBINSON:  Mir.  President  and  Members 
of  the  Tribunal,  may  the  witness  be  shown  the  some 
document  v.'hich  had  been  handed  to  him  lost  Friday,  IPS 
No.  3296V 

(Whereupon,  a  document  v/rs  handed 
to  the  witness.) 

Cx.PT..IN  ROBINSON:  I  desire  to  offer  this 
document  fo’'  identification  only,  end  then  to  ask  the 
v/itness  another  question  on  it,  if  the  Court  please. 

CLiiRK  OF  THE  COURT:  Prosecution  document 
Ho.  3296  v/ill  receive  exhibit  No.  3568  for  identifica¬ 
tion  only.  _  '  . 
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(Whereupon,  the  document  obove  re¬ 
ferred  to  v/os  merked  prosecution  exhibit  3568 
for  identification.) 

C,.PT^L.  hOBIftSOh:  If  the  Court  please,  I 
have  a  Japanese  nev/spapor  which  has  the  Japanese  trr.ns 
lotion  in  it  and  which  the  witness  may  use  for  reference 

if  he  desires. 

aCTIKO  HxESIDENT:  What  was  the  original  docu¬ 
ment?  .  In  English  cr  Japanese? 

CftP'iV.Ili  hOBIkbON:  The  original  dccument  is 

1x1  English,  sir. 

nCTIwG  PhESILEhT:  Hasn't  it  been  translated? 
CAPThII'I  hOBINSOE:  Yes,  sir.  Ho  has  a  copy  ncwl, 

vour  Honor. 

BY  C*.?TkIu  i.OBIi,SON  (Continued): 

Q  How,  at  the  end  of  this  document.  Admiral 

6HIL^J)A,  paragraph  3  states:  "3.  Regarding  the  ques 
tlon  as  to  what  tine  His  )Ja?tisty  signed  the  Imperial  . 
hoscript,  His  Heje.ty  affixed  his  signature  to  the 
Imperial  Hoscript  at  11:30  a.m.  8  December  1941,  Tokyo 
time,"  Is  that  statomont  correct? 

A  Yes. 

Q  That  \'as  the  Japanese  declaration  cf  war 
against  «merlca  and  Britain,  was  it  not? 

_ ^  Jl^hlnk  th^Nvay  y.ou..stelQ.4-^- invi^ - 
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misunderstanding.  '  This  Imperial  Rescript  was  issued  | 
to  the  people  of  Japan.  This  Imperial  Rescript  was  ' 

to  express  the  Imperial  will  to  the  people  of  Japan,  . 

and  it  was  to  this  Rescript  that  His  Majesty  affixed  ^ 

his  signature  at  the  time  mentioned  by  you.  j 

Q  I  wish  to  ask  two  questions  on  that  point.  j 

First,  does  the  second  paragraph  of  this  Imperial  j 

Rescript  not  read  as  follows:  •‘V.o  hereby  declare  war  | 
on  the  United  States  of  America  and  the  British  Empire"? | 
A  HS  I  haven't  got  the  reel  thing  here  I  cannot  , 

1 

say,  but  it  v'as  to  that  effect.  j 

Q  The  second  question.  Vvas  it  not  this  declara¬ 
tion  of  war  which  was  delivered  to  the  United  States 

Government  on  December  10,  1941? 

A  I  knew  nothing  about  such  diplomatic  procedure. 

Q  The  attack  at  Pearl  Harbor  had  begun  about 

seven  hours  earlier,  hod  it  not? 

A  Seven  hours  before  v/hat? 

Q  The  v/ords  ycu  just  read.  11:30  a.m.,  wasn't  it?; 

A  Before  11:30.  Then  that  moans  about  seven 

or  eight  houi’s  previously.  | 

q  Th:jt  wes  my  question.  Is  that  your  answer? 

A  The  11:30  on  this  document  is  os  I  have 
already  explained  before.  The  delivery  of  the  Japanese 

the  United  States  Government  ras  _ 


notification  to 


1 


r 


SHIMiiDA 
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arranged  so  that  it  would  take  place  at  1  p.m., 

Washington  time,  7  Decorabor. 

CAPTiilN  ROBINSON*  Now,  if  the  Court  please, 
the  prosecution  moves  that  answer  be  stricken  out.  It 
is  irrelevant,  Immaterial,  and  is  not  responsive  to  the 

question  asked  the  v.'itnoss. 

.  acting  president*  It  is  not  responsive,  but 

that  is  no  reason  why  it  should  be  -stricken  out. 

Q  What  word  hod  you  received  from  Pearl  Harbor, 

Admiral? 

A  As  I  hoard  of  the  first  report  only  by  tele¬ 
phone  I  have  no  exact  rocoll<?*ction.  But  as  I  recall 
the  report  v/as  to  the  effect  that  the  attack  was  cor^ 
ried  out  well. 

Q  When  did  you  receive  that  report  and  from  whom? 

A  I  received  the  report  from  my  private  secretory. 

I 

Although  I  am  net  exact  os  to  the  time,  I  think  it  was 

around  5  o’clock  in  the  morning. 

Q  Where  hod  your  private  secretary  received  the 

report? 

A  He  reported  to  me  in  accordance  v.lth  a  telegram. 
Q  From  whom? 

A  .  The  telegram  was  probably  addressed  to  the 

« 

Cemraander-in-Chief  of  the  Cimbined  Fleet,  and  that 
telegram  was  interested  I  think. _ _ 


J 
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Q  By  Coniinrndor-in-Chicf  of  the  Combined  Fleet 
you  refer  to  Admiral  YiJiL»M0T0? 

A  Yes  • 

Q  Dc  you  know  the  source  of  the  telegram?  V/hc 
sent  it? 

A  It  v/es  supposed  to  have  boon  sent  by  tho 
commander  of  the  task  force,  Admiral  iWiGUlIO. 

Q  Lid  you  know  thrt  notification  had  not  been 
delivered  to  the  United  States  Government  befere  the 

attack?  * 

«  At  that  time  I  did  not  know. 

Q  V/hen  did  you  find  cut? 

K  I  heard  of  this  definitely  after  Admiral, 
jAmbassadcr  NOMURi.  returned  to  Japan. 

Q  About  v.hat  date? 

A  I  have  no  exact  recollection  nov/,  but  it  was 
some  time  in  19^2. 

Q  Had  you  reported  the  attack  to  the  Emperor? 

A  At  that  time? 

Q  At  any  time?  ^ 

A  That  was  the  duty  of  t.ie  Chief  of  the  Naval 
General  Staff. 

Q  Do  you  know  when  tho  Emperor  learned  that  his 
command  that  notification  be  delivered  before  attack 
had  m.  t  been  c  omplied  viith?  _ 


SKitl^xD. 


Mli.  BhhNWOK:  Wo  object  to  that  on  the  grour 
that  it  assumes  that  the  Emperor  issued  a  command  on 
that  direct  point,  end  there  is  no  evidence  yet  pre¬ 
sented  before  the  Tribunal  to  that  effect. 

i.CTIfiG  PiiESIDEbT*  That  is  no  reason  for  an 


objection* 

Uxi.  BRiJsWOh:  I  submit  that  proper  cross- 
examination  must  bo  predicated  upon  the  facts  in  issue 
i.nd  any  time  that  c(  unsel  assumes  a  fact  as  proven  the 
is  not  proven  I  liave  a  right  to  object. 


CROSS 


shimad/. 


ACTING  PRES  IDT' NT 


Crpt.rin  Robinson? 


CAPTAIN  ROBINSON:  Cross-examination,  cs  the 
>ws,  hts  wide  latitude  in  an  effort  to  elicit 
i.  The  record  et  page  34,712  and  34,713  contains 
ment  of  this  witness  thrt  it  v/as  His  Majesty's 
idlng  that  in  executing  the  operations  at  Pearl 
1C  Government  of  the  United  States  would  be  duly 
prior  to  the  commencement  of  armed  action.  The 
rlso  cited  to  us  Article  11  of  the 


i.  I  do  not  know 


ted  Friday  thf t  you  knew  it  hod  been  the 
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jEmpcror's  understand ing  end  policy,  is  that  not  correct? 
,  A  That  was  the  august  virtue  of  His  Majesty 

I 

jltself.  Your  question  was  as  to  when  His  Majesty  learned 
ithiit  the  note  wes  not  delivered  —  the  note  was  not  able 


5  to  have  been  delivered,  end  it  was  because  the  question 

6  was  foriiicd  in  that  manner  that  I  sold  I  do  not  know. 


ell,  now,  what  we  wont  to  know,  Mr,  Witness 


is  why  you  were  not  interested  in  flrKilng  out  whether 
or  not  the  wishes  and  request  and  oolicy  of  the  Imperor 
had  or  hi.d  not  been  complied  with  in  that  important 
attack  at  Pearl  Harbor.  Was  it  r  natter  of  no  concern 


No,  it  was  not  r  ease  of  no  concern.  It  was  a 


matter  of  the  utmost  Imnortonce  not  only  to  me  but  to 


the  government. 

Q  V'hy  didn't  you  check  up  on  it  then  as  the  head 
of  the  navy  and  as  o  Minister  of  State  in  finding  out 
whether  or  not  the  Fmperor  had  received  —  whether  or 
not  the  Emperor' s  wishes  had  been  complied  with? 

a  That  was  the  most  Imoortant  task  of  the  Ministry 
for  Foreign  Affairs  end  we  hod  the  utmost  confidence 
and  reliance  in  the  Foreign  Office. 

Q  i.re  you  placing  the  responsibility  then  entirely 
the  defendant  TOGO  with  regard  to  nerforming  this 


upon 


'Msh  -and.  order  of  the.  Emacrori. 


t  ^  ^  X 
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A  In  deciding  it  the  Foreign  Office  and  others 
concerned  pr.rticiprtcd  in  making  the  decision.  After  , 
the  time  hnd  been  fixed,  how  it  w»\’ld  be  dclivcr'‘d  -- 
there  was  nothing  that  others  not  directly  concerned 
could  do  or  help, 

Q  ell,  do  you  mtrn  to  say,  Mr.  ’'itness,  that 
you  were  not  directly  concerned  as  a  Minister  of  State 
end  c  fellov/  member  of  the  cabinet  v/ith  the  Foreign 
Minister?  V/crc  you  not  directly  concerned  to  cooperate 
Y/lth  him  end  see  that  this  important  matter  was  carried 
out? 

A  As  I  have  said  before,  it  wr.s  a  matter  of  the 
utmost  concern.  However,  there  was  nothing  I  could  do 
about  it  because  the  Job,  the  task  of  having  the  note 
delivered  from  the  Foreign  Office  to  the  ambassador  on 
the  spet  was  entirely  r  matter  of  the  Foreign  Office 
and  others  outside  of  that  had  nothing  they  could  do 


about  it. 

Q  Therefore,  you  did  nothing  In  advance  end  nothin 
after  the  attack  in  regard  to  the  delivery  of  this  notice 
/  I  was  only  anxious  but  I  had  no  desire  to  inter- 

I 

fere  in  a  task  which  duly  belonged  to  the  Foreign  Office, 
Q  In  your  affidavit  you  state  that  the  Foreign 
Minister,  Mr.  TOGO,  says  th' t  he  remembers  that  Admiral 
ITO,  Vice  Chief  of  the  Navel  General  Staff,  had  tried 


V 
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to  prevent  the  Foreign  Office  from  sending  r.ny  notice. 

’’es  thr.t  your  view  r.lso? 

A  That  is  entirely  not  the  case.  As  I  have 

said  in  reply  to  your  questions  before,  it  was  the  desire 

\ 

of  His  I'ajesty,  the  Emperor,  that  notification  be  given 
in  advance.’  That, was  also  the  policy  of  the  government 
in  strict  observance  of  international  law.  It  has  been 

t 

the  tradition  of  the  Imperial  Navy,*—  a  tradition  which 
it  has  taken  great  pride  in  --  to  strictly  adhere  to 
the  provisions  of  international  lav;  ever  since  the 
Russo-Japanese  V/ar.  We  of  the  Japanese  Navy  have  never 
at  any  time  held  such  petty  views  or  ideas  as  to  try  to 
take  advantage  of  the  opposite  party  b.y  violating  inter¬ 
national  law.  Not  to  mention  Admirals  NAGANO  and  ITO, 

I  have  never  heard  that  there  was  anyone  in  the  Navy 
which  dared  entertain  such  petty  ideas. 

Q  .  You  have  heard  the  testimony  in  this  case, 
have  you  not,  when  Admiral  Richardson  .testified  that 
Admiral  NAG/ NO,  as  Chief  of  Naval  General  Staff,  and 
Admiral  YAM/JJIOTO,  as  Commander-in-Chief ,  Combined  Fleet, 
7/3rG  lnsisto.lt  that  the  utmost  secrecy  be  observed  in 

t.n  the  attack  at  Poarl  Harbor:  is  that  not  correct 
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t>io  you  know  about  the  attack  on 
Hong  Kong,  Shanghai,  on  tho  7th  of  December,  1941? 

THE  .WITNESS:  Yes,  I  did. 

ACTING  PRESIDENT:  Do  you  know  that  no  noti¬ 
fication  at  all  was  given  to  the  United  Kingdom  before 


these  attacks? 


THE  '..'ITNSSS;  Yes,  But  I  should  like  to 
explanations  in  connection  with  that.  If  I 


V 


r 

I  .  .A.' 


SHIMAD/. 
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and  this  Is  a  matter  concerning  which  I  feel  only  the 

•  profoundost  regret, 

2  •  But,  however,  with  resoect  to  Shanghai,  it  is 

^  ray ‘belief  that  the  attack  began,  or  operations  began, 

^  with  ample  time  provided  for;  and  it  is  my  understandini 
^  that  the  same  was  true  with  Hong  Kong.  ^ 

BY  C/'.PT,''IN  ROBINSON  (Continued): 

7 

Q  Now,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  Admiral,  do  you 

8 

not  know  that  there  was  no  note  delivered  in  Washington 

y 

jQ  at  one  o'clock? 

A  I  know  that  very  well  now,  today. 

*  / 

j2  Q  And,  further,  that  the  note  that  was  doliverec 

13  later  that  cay  was  •merely  a  statement  that  there  '"as 

14  no  use  to  carry  on  negotiations  further? 

15  A  With  regard  to  the  notification  delivered 

^4  to  ti)3  United  States  Government,  it  is*  ray  understanding 
that  the  Japanese  intentions  were  fully  expressed  there* 


.  I  Q  Well,  that  may  be  true  and  still  the  note 

20 

may  not  have  complied  with  the  Hague  Convention  III  of 

21 

1907;  is  that  correct? 

22  • 

A  Well,  v/ith  regard  to  such  points  I  cannot  say 

23 

because  I  am  a  layman.  But  at  that  time  it  was  ray  undoj 

24 

25  standing  that  the  true  intent  of  the  Japanese  Government 
was  fully  expressed  in  the  notification  that  was 


L 
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Q  ’’’till,  do  you  not  knov<, 

convention  require,  thet  before  one.  govornKent  shell  • 
oonnenco  hostilities  ngoinst  another  It  sh.-ll  give  a 
previous,  explicit  urrnlng  of  such  hostllltlos  in  the 
forn  of  either  a  declaration  of  «rr  or  an  ultlcatun 

Stating  conditions  and  reasons? 

A  V.'ell,  I  an  a  layr.an  on  this  subject,  and  I 

have  no  ability  or  capacity  to  argue  on  such  a  natter, 
but  I  right  sr.y  this!  that  alre.'dy  before  that  date 
«e  had  already  received  fror..  the  United  States  the 

so-called  Hull  note,  which  was  taken  in  Japan  in 
„  ..  eittaotun.  a  docunent  which  was  tantanount 


"of  26  Novonber.* 

A  (Continuing)  By  that  note  Japan,  against 
e.,  „,eh  ond  riven  no  choice,  was  driven  into  war  for 


sell- defense. 

C/JTAIN  ROBINSON:  Just  a  ninute,  Adr.iral 
We  will  deal  with  that  na.ttor  fully  a  little  bit 


please,  to  x\y  quosTiJ.011,  w.j 
netter  up  in  order . 

ACTING  PRESIDEl'tT 


Mr.  Brannon 
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iiR.  BRANl’ON:  If  tho  Tribunal  pluase,  until 
the  witness  cor.pletes  his  full  answer  I  don't  think 
we  can  pass  upon  that  point.  If  they  are  arguing 
low  I  think  the  Adniral  sh-^uld  bo  entitled  to  fully 
give  his  reasons  and  his  thinking  on  the  natter.  It 
is  a  trenondously  broad  subject,  and  I  thinlt  that  the 
accused  in  his  only  chance  to  take  the  stand  should 
bo  given  every  opportunity  to  explain  his  viewpoint. 

CAPTAIK  ROBINSON:  Hay  I  assure  defense 


counsel  that  that  opportunity  will  bo  given  in  due 
course,  I  an  asking  about  this  Hague  Convention  III, 
however,  at  this  tine,  r/..u  I  would  like  to  pursue  it 
until  We  have  cor.pleted  it. 

ACTING  PRESIDENT:  So  far  as  conpleting  his 
answer  is  concerned,  I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary 
because  it  scons  to  us  that  the  line  of  questioning 
is  argunentativo  and  should  be  discontinued. 

C/*PT;IN  ROBINSON:  Very  well,  if  the  Court 
please,  but  on  the  rxitter  of  the  personal  attitude 
of  the  Adniral  I  should  like  to  ask  one  or  two  ques¬ 
tions  further  about  his  own  attitude  as  a  nor.ber.of 
the  Japanese  Navy  following  up  his  reference  to  the 
attitude  of  Japanese  naval  personnel  toY;ard  obedience 
to  international  law. 


h®.  BR.'iNI'ON:  If  the  prosecution  is  to 
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continue  r.long  thr.t  line  vjc  fool  that  the  witness 
should  bo  allowed  to  continue  his  last  answer,  which 
had  to  do  with  the  Hull  note  and  the  Japanese  con¬ 
struction  of  the  nooning  of  it. 

C/-PT/JH  ROBINSON:  V'ell,  if  the  Court  please, 

of  course  the  prosecution  \»ill  conply  with  the  Court’s 
directions  on  that  point  as  already  stated, 

acting  PRESIDEOT:  V7o  cannot  rule  on  the 

objection  until  wc  got  the  question. 

I 

BY  C.'PTAIN  ROBINSON  (Continued): 

Q  You  wore  in  the  Japanese  Navy  in  1914  at 

the  attack  of  Tsingtao? 

liR.  BRANNON:  Objected  to  as  outside  of  the 

scope  of  the  indictnent  or  any  Issues  in  the  case. 

It  is  purely  innatcrial  and  irrelevant, 

C.TTAIN  ROBINSON:  The  witness  has  stfited, 
if  the  Court  please,  that  the  Japanese  Navy,  nei.bors 
of  the  Japanese  Navy,  since  the  Russo-Japanese  ”ar 
have  always  been  interested  in  upholding  international 
law.  This  question  is  sir.ply  designed  to  develop 
the  fact  that  at  Tsingtao  at  the  beginning  of  the 
Gornan- Japanese  V/ar  in  1914  Japan  did  ccnply  with  the 
Hague  Treaty  III  requiring  notification,  and  that  this 
defendant  as  a  r.enber  of  the  JapaiKse  Navy  at  that 
tine  and  a  participant  in  th^  attack  r.ust  have  Imown 
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whnt  tho  law  wr.s  and  that  thu  Japanese  navy 
did  conply  with  It  by  a  logal  ultinatun  preceding 
a  declaration  of  war;  and  that,  therefore,  if  the 
Court  please,  his  statonont  now  that  he  is  not 
faidliar  with  that  point  as  a  laynan  on  such  natters 

is  not  fully  to  be  accepted. 

ACTING  PRESIDENT:  You  ray  ask  hin  if  he  was 

there  and  what  happened. 

C.'JT.'.IN  ROBINSON;  I  believe  that  that  is 

the  question.  May  the  reporter  road  it? 

(Whereupon,  the  lest  question  was 
read  by  the  official  court  reporter.) 

Q  Will  you  answer  the  question,  please? 

A  At  that  tine  I  was  in  Tolcyo,  a  student  in 

the  Naval  Staff  College. 

Q  A  Tokyo  newspaper,  therefore,  is  incorrect 
in  the  statonont  that  you  were  in  Tsingtao;  is  that 
correct? 

A  ’Veil,  I  have  never  seen  such  a  newspaper 


report. 

Q  I  could  show  it  to  you. 

Do  you  know  fron  being  in  the  navy  at  that 
tlfio  \«hat  the  date  <'f  tho  attack  at  Tsingtao  \^as  by 
the  Japanese  Navy  on  the  Gernan  force  there? 

We  will  withdraw  that  question,  if  tho 
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at  thr.t  noutlng? 

loDorlal  Rescript  declaring 


Q  ’^hat  did  you  do 
A  Approval  of  the 
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Q  At  page  7  of  your  affidavit  you  state  that 
the  vital  issues  were  not  of  your  creation,  but  you 
proceed  to  add  that  the  greatest  difficulty  concerned 
in  the  negotiations  between  the  United  States  and 
Japan  preceding  December  7  or  December  8,  Tokyo  time, 
had  to  do  with  the  withdrawal  of  troops  from  China  and 
Indo-China. 

Is  it  not  a  fact  that  no  one  in  the  Japanese 
Navy  had  done  more  than  you  to  create  and  to  aggravate 
this  vital  issue  of  Japanese  aggression  in  China? 

A  I  do  not  think  so. 

Q  During  the  first  Shanghai  Incident  you  were 
Chief  of  Staff  of  the  Third  Fleet,  were  you  not? 

A  The  Third  Fleet,  yes, 

Q  From  1935  to  1937  you  were  Vice-Chief  of  the 
Naval  General  Staff,  is  that  not  correct? 

A  Yes, 

Q  And  did  you  not,  in  that  capacity  in  the  Naval 
General  Staff,  assist  in  the  execution  by  the  Arawashl 
Unit,  Naval  Air  Force,  of  the  first  trans-oceanic 
bombing  against  China? 

UR,  BRANNON*  If  the  prosecution*  s  questions 
are  directed  against  the  accused  in  the  respect  of 
Initiating  war  against  China,  I  v/ould  like  to  call 
the  Court* s  attention. that_he_is  not  included  in - 
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Counts  18  and  19  of  the  Indictment  pertaining  to 
that  subject  matter,  I  therefore  object  to  the 

question  on  that  ground, 

ACTING  PRESIDENT*  Count  28  of  the  Indictment 
* 

states  that  all  the  accused  "between  the  7th  July, 

1937  and  the  2nd  September,  1945,  waged  a  war  of 
aggression  and  a  war  in  violation  of  international  law, 
treaties,  agreements  and  assurances,  against  the 
Republic  of  China."  That  includes  the  accused. 

Objection  disallowed, 

,  liR."  BRANNON*  I  don't  want  to  be  guilty  of 

misrepresenting  to  the  Tribunal,  As  I  understand  it 
now  from  one  of  my  colleagues.  Count  19  is  a  specific 
count.  The  other  is  all-inclusive, 

ACTING  PRESIDENT:  I  think  you  had  better  have 
the  question  repeated  both  in  English  and  Japanese. 

(Vrtiereupon,  the  last  question  was 
read  in  English  and  Japanese^  the  English  being 
read  as  follows*  "And  did  you  not,  in  that  capac- 
'  Ity  in  the  Naval  General  Staff,  assist  in  the 
execution  by  the  Arawashi  Unit,  Naval  Air  force, 
of  the  first  trans-oceanic  bombing  against  China?") 


<«4r- 
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Where  did  this  \mit  take  off  and  what 

objective  was  bombed  by  it? 

A  The  units  took  off  from  Taiwan  and  Saishu 
Islands,  in  my  present  recollection.  The  objective 
of  the  bombing  was  to  bring  about  a  termination  of 
the  incident  as  speedily  and  as  quickly  as  possible. 
In  pursuance  of  this  objective,  proper  targets  were 

selected. 

^  I  am  asking  about  the  targets.  Admiral.  . 

A  .  Troops  and  military  installations. 

Q  Where? 

A  As  I  have  said  before,  proper  targets  were 
selected  with  the  view  to  bringing  about  the  early 
rtf  th©  incldont.  At  this  date  I  do 
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A  Well,  aircraft  used  at  that  time  were  of 
very  poor  quality,  and  it  was  -  in  my  recollection, 
it  was  a  very  difficult  task  even  to  cross  a  narrow 

stretch  of  water. 

I  have  no  exact  recollection  whether  that 

was  the  first  bombing  or  not. 

Q  Did  you  not  also,  while  Vice-Chief  of  the 

Naval  General  Staff,  in  July,  1937,  transmit 
Admiral  HASEGAWA  orders  to  carry  out  the  bombing  of 

Nanking  by  the  use  of  Naval  planes? 

A  Directions  were  supposed  to  have  been 
given  with  regard  to  bombing  military  targets  and 

the  air  force  in  and  around  Nanking. 

Q  Why  did  you  say  "supposed  to  have  been 

given"?  YOU  briefed  Admiral  HASEGAWA  here  in  Tokyo, 

did  you  not,  at  the  Naval  General  Staff? 

A  I  said  "supposed  to  have  been"  because  my 

recollection  is  very  vague  at  the  present. 

Q  And,  was  this  bombing  not  the  first  time 
in  history  that  the  capital  of  any  country  had  been 

subjected  to  bombing  from  the  air? 

A  That  may  be,  but  I  do  not  know. 

Q  -And,  was  it  not  a  HASEGAWA  unit  which,  on 
December  17,  1937,  bombed  and  sank  the  United  States 

ship  Panay?  _ _  _  _ 
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A  Well,  I  have  no  exact  recollection,  because 

Vice-Chief  of  the  Naval 


at  that  time  I  was  no  longer 


General  Staff 


HASEGAWA  was  still  carrying  out  your 


instructions,  was  he  not? 

A  I  40  not  know  anything  about  that. 

ACTING  PRESIDEI'T;  We  will  recess  for 


fifteen  minutes. 

(Whereupon,  at  1045,  a  recess  w 

taken  until  1100,  after  which  the  proceed 
ings  were  resumed  as  follows:) 


C  MTS  »  Ro 
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KIARSHAL  OF  THE  COURT*  The  International 


Military  Tribunal  for  the  Far  East  is  now  resumed. 

ACTING  PRESIDENT:  Captain  Robinson. 

BY  CAPTAIN  ROBINSON  (Continued): 

Q  Now,  with  regard  to  blockades  of  the  China 
coast,  you  were  appointed  Conmender  of  the  China 
Area  Fleet  on  1  May  1940? 


0  'Then  did  you  proclaim  the  blockade  of  the 
China  coast? 

r 

A  Well,  I  don't  remember  the  date  exactly,  but 
the  previous  proclamation  continued  to  be  in  effect, 
and  when  I  considered  it  necessary,  repeated  it,  I 
believe. 


Q  It  was  about  I’ay  7,  1940,  was  it  not.  Admiral? 
A  I  think  so. 


0^  And  then  in  August'  1940  you  strengthened  the 
blockade  by  adding  a  number  of  other  places? 


Q  Your  purpose  in  this  blockade  was  to  prevent 
all  neutral  shipping  from  bringing  supplies  to  Chungking? 

A  The  primary  purpose  was  to  prevent  military 
supplies  from  going  to  Chungking. 

Q  But  the  blockade  covered  all  shipping,  did  it 
not?  ' 


CROSS 


^  Vou  notified  the  diplomatic  corps  and  other 
organs  of  third  powers  of  this  blockade,  did  you  not? 
A  Yes. 

^  In  enforcing  this  blockade  of  the  China  coast 

Cninese  people  into 


was  it  your  purpose  to  sta^rve  the  i 
submission  to  Japan? 

A  That  never  entered  iny  mind 
n  7ell,  this  blockade  did  cut  off  not  only 
imports  of  scrap  Iron,  steel,  and  oil  but  also  food 
supplies,  did  it  not? 

A  It  was  only  natural,  because  troops  eat  food. 

Yes,  and  in  fact,  for  the  Chinese,  then,  this 
was  an  actual  case  of  economic  strangulation,  wasn't 


A  The  circumstances  were  such  that  it  could  not 
be  effected  with  such  intensity  as  that.  Correction: 
The  circumstances  were  such  that  it  could  not  be  done 


to  that  extent,  * 

C  '?hlle  you  were  Commander  of  the  China  Area 
Fleet  did  you  order  the  bombing  of  Chinese  cities? 

A  Not  the  bombing  of  cities;  the  bombing  of 
military  installations  and  armed  forces. 

I  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  on  October  10,  1940,  a 

naval  air  unit  made  the  forty-second  bombing  attack 
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on  the  City  of  Chungking? 

A  Did  you  say  1941? 

p  No,  I  said  1940. 

'  •  That  wasn't  the  city  or  the  town  itself  of 

Chungking  but  military  installations  —  centers  of 
military  — 

THE  B^ONITOR:  Important  military  activities, 
p  Do  you  tell  this  Tribunal  that  no  one  in  the 

City  of  Chungking  was  struck  by  the  bombing  or  affected 

% 

by  it  from  fire  or  otherwise? 

MR. 'BRANNON I  That  is  objected  to  as  argumenta¬ 
tive  and  immaterial. 

ACTING  PRESIDENT*  Objection  sustained. 

BY  CAPTAIN  ROBINSON: 

0  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  on  the  Double  Ten. Festi¬ 
val  of  October  10, ’  1940,  you  visited  a  naval  air  base 
and  encouraged  the  fliers  who  had  been  bombing  Chung¬ 
king?  ' 


That  was  a  natural  duty  as  a  commander  of  a 


fleet. 


0  And  the  answer  is  that  you  did  it? 

A  Yes. 

/  *  • 
,  Had  Japan  declared  war  on  China  prior  to  this 


time? 


A  No,  it  was  the  Chine  Incident  and  so  there 
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China  Incident  and  ao  there  could  n< 

declaration  of  war. 

acting  PRESIDENT:  There  is 

dence  before  the  Tribunal  that  Japa 

vfar  on  China. 

CAPTAIN  ROBINSON;  Ves,  yov 
o  After  completing  your  terra 
chief  of  the  China  Area  Fleet  you  ; 
oontember  IW,  did  you  not? 


o  And  it  was  on  tnax  aay 
and  Admiral  NAGANO  were  granted  an  audience 
Emperor,  as  already  shown  in  evidence?  ^ 

MR.  BRANNON:  Objected  to  as  repet 1 
CAPTAIN  ROBINSON:  That  is  merely  F 
to  the  next  question,  which  is  as  to  an  Int 
following  this  reception,  that  is  all. 

acting  PRESIDENT:  'fe  will  wait  un^ 

next  question.  Objection  overruled. 

BY  CAPTAIN  ROBINSON: 

C!  Subsequent  to  the  Intervle*  with  t 
and  on  the  same  day  you  Issued  a  statement 
you  said  that,  as  Chief  of  the  China  Area 
had  Intensified  the  blockade  and, air  opert 
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against  the  Chungking  regime,  is  that  noz 

A  ^ou  say  a  statement?  Issue  a  statement? 

0  An  interview  with  the  press. 

A  No,  I  have  no  clear  recollection  of  thfet. 
n  In  order  to  refresh  your  recollection:  Did 
you  not  at  that  time  say  that  although  the  China  Inci¬ 
dent  hair  been  making  steady  progress  —  and  I  quote  - 
••the  confrontation  between  the  Chlang  supporting  powe: 
and  our  nation  has  come  to  assume  serious  proportions 
suggestive  of  an  aggravated  tension  in  the  internatio 

situation"? 

Do  you  recall  that  statement? 

A  I  do  not  remember. 

CAPTAIN  ROBINSON:  May  the  witness  be  shown 
IPS  document  3300?  This  is  an  excerpt  from  the  Osaks 

Malnlchl  for  l6  September  1941. 

(•Thereupon,  a  document  was  handed 

to  the  witness.) 

0  'Till  you  examine  that  document  and  state 
whether  you  made  the  statement  which  is  set  forth  in 

quotes  after  your  name? 

(•Thereupon,  the  witness  examined 

the  document.) 

Is  that  correct? 

A  I  have  absolutely  no  recollection. _ _ 
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CAPTAIN  ROBINSON:  The  prosecution  requests 
that  this  docianent  be  marked  for  Identification,  if 
the  Court  please. 

ACTING  PRESIDENT:  It  may  so  be  marked. 

CLERK  OP  THE  COURT:  Prosecution  document 
3300  will  receive  exhibit  No.  3569  for  identifica¬ 
tion  only. 

(’fhereupon,  the  document  above 
referred  to  was  marked  prosecution  exhibit 
3569  for  identification.) 

^  Do  you  recall 


using  the  terra  "Chlang  support¬ 
ing  powers'  in  suggesting  an  aggravated  tension  if  they 
did  not  quit  assisting  Chlang? 

A  No,  I  don't  recall. 

^  Did  you  ever  use  that  term? 

A  No,  I  have  no  recollection. 

Do  you  recall  in  an  interview  using  the  terra 
"Holy  'far'*? 

A  No,  I  do  not. 

^  On  16  November  1941  you,  as  Navy  Minister, 
made  a  speech  at  the  beginning  of  the  77th  Imperial 
Diet  on  the 


war  situation 
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'  “  Q  And  in  this  speech  you  stated  that  the  Japan¬ 
ese  navy  was  blockading  2800  miles  of  the  China  coast. 
Is  that  correct*: 

t.  The  contents  of  my  report  are  completely  out 

of  iny  recollection  now. 

CAPTAIN  ROBINSON:  Kay  the  witness  be  shown 

ipr  document  3291 -A? 

(Whereupon,  a  document  was  handed 

to  the  witness.) 

0  This  is  an  excerpt  from  the  Asahl  Shlmbim 
dated  17  November  1941.  Are  the  facts  set  forth  in 
this  document  substantially  true  as  a  report  of  the 
speech  you  made  on  that  occasion? 

I  A  This  being  a  press  report,  I  cannot  say 

i whether  it  is  true  or  not. 

0  Do  you  obse'rve  anything  in  it  which  is  not 

! accurate? 

‘  1  A  Being  something  which  took  place  many  years 
^  ago,  I  have  no  recollection  as  to  the  contents  and  I 
^  cannot  say  whether  the  contents  here  are  true  or  not. 
*  !  0  Well,  is  this  inaccurate?  Would  this  be  a 

^1  false  report  of  what  you  may  have  said  at  that  time? 

Objected  to  as  argumentative 

and  as  having  already  been  answered. 

I  think  the  prosecutor  is 


m.  BRANNON: 


ACTING  PRESIDOT 
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about  to  put  a  specific  question. 

CAPTAIN  ROBINSON:  In  view  of  the  v/itnesse: 

answer,  if  the  Court  please,  that  he  did  make  a  spi 
on  that  occasion  and  he  seems  to  be  having  some  di. 
culty  recollecting  the  words  used  by  him,  I  think 
fhi.,  Is  a  case  in  which  it  would  be  possible  to  do 


n  before  the  ^iet  that  the  situation  in  tne 

12  in  particular  has  Included  some  forty  attacks  day  and 

13  night,  bombing  carried  on  during  that  period  in  the 

14  I  Chungking  area? 

♦ 

15  A  ’?ell,  T  don't  recall  that  I  said  that,  but 
there  could  be  no  occasion  for  me  to  say  night  and  day 

!  or  day  and  night. 

r  Tell,  did  you  tell  the  riet  that  early  in 
f'arch  surprise  attacks  upon  several  strategic  points 
on  the  coast  of  the  Kwantung  Province  had  been  made 

21 

in  cooperation  with  the  army? 

22 

A  I  do  not  remember, 

23 

^  As  a  matter  of  fact-,  had  those  events  not 

24 

Pj  actually  occurred? 

A  "^ell  I  have  a  very  faint  recollection  that 
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weapons  which  were  —  Strike  that.  I  have  a  very  faint 
recollection  that  attempts  to  bring  in  weapons  through 
the  coast  of  Kwantung  Province  were  suppressed. 

THE  MONITOR:  Japanese  court  reporter, 
(’thereupon,  the  Japanese  court 
reporter  read.) 

THE  INTERPRETER:  Correction  on  the  wit¬ 
ness's  last  reply: 

I  have  a  very  faint  recollection  that  a 

sudden  foray  was  carried  out  to  seize  weapons  which 

were  being  brought  in  on  the  coast  of  Kv/antung  Province. 

Q  In  fact,  didn't  you  tell  the  Diet  that  surprise 

landing  operations  were  made  at  no  less  than  twenty- 

six  large  and  small  places,  those  helping  to  complete 

« 

the  coast  blockade? 

A  I  do  not  remember. 

Q  Didn't  you  also  tell  the  Diet  that  "our 
Imperial  Navy  units  have  advanced  into  South  French 
Indo-China  in  the  latter  part  of  July"?  ^ 

A  I  do  not  remember. 

0  How  many  aircraft  carriers  were  used  in  these 

operations,  especially  in  these  surprise  landings  which 
*  ^ 
you  speak  of? 

A  In  my  recollection  there  were  no  aircraft 
carriers. 
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Q  In  these  operations,  ho’.7evGr,  in  yoiir  fleet-  * 
as  in  the  fleet  commanded  by  Admiral  HASAGAWA, 

Japanese  aircraft  carriers  had  been  used  extensively 
in  the  bombing  operations  against  China,  had  they  not? 

MR.  BRANNON!  If  the  Tribunal  please,  I  may 
not  be  following  the  prosecution's  line  of  questioning, 
but  I  object  to  it  on  the  ground  that  it  attempts  to 
prove  something  that  is  not  in  issue, -that  is  not  dis¬ 
puted,  that  the  Japanese  Navy  carried  out  operational 
maneuvers  against  China.  Heretofore,  in  the  general 
phases,  if  my.  memory  serves  me  correctly,  prosecution 
has  introduced  evidence  of  these  operations.  The 
accused  by  his  own  affidavit  has  stated  the  position 
he  held  with  the  fleet  and  we  are  not  contending  at 
this  time  that  he  is  not  responsible  in  chain  of 
command  for  the  actions  of  the  Navy  at  that  time.  The 
contention  of  the  defense  was  that  there  was  no 
policy-making  liability  on  behalf  of  the  accused  at 
this  time,  and  we  have  never  and  we  do  not  intend  to 
offer  any  evidence  concerning  his  command  responsi¬ 
bility  as  a  seafaring  Navy  man. 

ACTING  PRESIDENT:  In  view  of  the  statement 
Just  made  by  defense  counsel,  v/hat  is  the  necessity  of 

pursuing  this  matter  any  further? 

CAPTAIN  ROBINSON:  The  object  of  the  question, 


- 
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CROSS 
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TF  the  Court  please,  Is  to  sbo*  that  the  use  of 
carriers  in  the  China  area  was  with  a  view  to  their 
preparation  for  surprise  attacks  later,  Including 
the  ones  which  are  being  testified  about  In  this 

case’. 

acting  PRESIDENT!  Answer  that  question  then. 

That  might  be  a  proper  question. 

The  objection  of  defense  counsel  Is  sustained. 

Q  Passing  on  from  consideration  regarding  your 

activities  in  connection  with  China,  on  page  6  of 
your  affidavit  you  speak  of  the  essential  disagreement 
leading  to  the  fall  of  the  KONOyE  Cabinet,  Is  It  not 
true  that  the  essential  disagreement  leading  to  the 
fall  of  the  KONOTE  Cabinet  was  between  those  who 
wished  to  continue  negotiations  while  preparing  for 
war  with  the  United  States  and,  on  the  other  hand, 
those  who  wished  to  drop  negotiations  and  proceed  to 

war  Immediately? 

A  With  regard  to  that  point,  I  do  not  know 
anything  of  the  matter  in  detail,  but  I  think  that  the 
testimony  the  other  day  by  Admiral  OIKAWA  has  suffl* 

ciently  explained  that  matter. 

p  Now,  in  regard  to  these  events  leading  toward 

war,  I  wish  to  ask  whether  you  recall  a  talk  by  you  as 

Navy  Klnlster  published  In  the  Malnlchl^  7  JulyJ;^ 


CROSS 


ihimada 


oelTbratlng  the  fifth  anniversary 
aant?  in  that  talk  did  you  not  s 
in  substance,  that  the  Great  East 
j  natui  t.l  consequence  to  round  off 


7ar  arofe  as 
China 

A  I  dc  'lot  ra;nemher. 

Q  Do  you  rericmber  saying  fur  the  ^ 
U,  f  ,el  kore  reass-.u  ed  than  ever  Is  the  » 
CTf-fnds,  the  Germans  and  Italians,  are  er 
/fniderrul  var  result.s  in  Europe  ? 

!  a  r  no  vecollection,  but  I  t 

occasion  t 


”V/hat  makes 


there  could  not  have 
have  said  such  a  thlt 
CAPTAIN  UC-B: 

IPS  document  3327 »  & 

fo».  7  July  1942. 

(Whereupon,  a  document  v/as 

the  witness.) 

Q  Will  you  examine  that  paper  ar 
os  not  that  neuspaper  article  does  q«o1 
you  made  at  that  ttoe  In  celebration  ol 
anniversary  of  the  China  Incident? 

A  In  the  headline  on  this  news 
a  "gist"  of  an  Interview  talk  by  me. 

-  .  . _ji _ ..ky.'n  a  news  Item  such  as  f 


handed  to 
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As  a  matter  of  fact  I  have 


reported  anything  I  said 
no  recollection  of  this. 
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Q  Do  you  see  anything  In  the  stateuent  which  Is 
Inaccurate? 

A  I  cannot  tell  whether  It  Is  accurate  or  In¬ 
accurate, 

Q  Do  you  recall  having  said  that  war  to  annihil¬ 
ate  Anerlca  and  Britain  by  closely  united  Japan, 

I 

Germany  and  Italy  is  progressing  strongly  toward  a 
final  victorious  phase? 

A  I  have  no  recollection, 

Q  In  this  gist,  will  you  examine  It  and  see 
whether  or  not  you  find  In  that  paper  a  statement  of 
the  Three  Demands  v/hlch  you  favored  and  which  made 
Impossible  the  success  of  diplomatic  negotiations 
with  the  United  States,  namely,  first,  the  conquest 
of  China,  second,  the  domination  of  Greater  East  Asia 
as  (the  special  calling  of  Japan,  and  third,  the  Axis 
alliance, 

A  There  could  not  have  been  any  occasion  for  me 
to  say  any  such  thing  because  such  an  Idea  has  never 
entered  my  mind. 

Captain  ROBINSONi  Prosecution  presents  for 
Identification  only  document  No.  3327* 

CLEIUC  OF  THE  COURT:  Prosecution  doci'ment 
3327  will  receive  exhibit  No.  3570  for  Identification 


L  only,- 
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(Whereupon,  the  docutu.nt  above 
to  was  narked  prosecution  ex- 
.  3570  for  Identification.) 

"turnlne  to  page  10  of  your  affldav 
ntntlon  a  Navy  shortage  of  oil  as  c 
aand  charged  would  prea 

United  States. 

That  is  objected  to  as  a 

direct  testimony. 

I  ask  the  repor 


Admiral,  you 

reason  which  the  High  Coni 
concessions  to  the 

ij'v.  BRANNON 

quotation  of  the 

acting  PRESlDiNT  •• 

road  the  question,  please? 

(V/hereupon,  the  li 

read  by  the  official  court 

captain  ROBINSON:  I  think, 
please,  that  Is  a  fair  sua..ary  of  th 
the  nlddle  of  page  10.  I  refer  par. 
last  sentence  In  that  paragraph, 
i  acting  PIvESIDtNT:  Objectl^ 

that  the  Navy 


Q  Now,  you  say 

riniii’  of  oil  on  hand.  How  uc 
,  two  year  supply  ol  oij. 

;he  Navy  have  on  hand? 

a  I  have  no  positive  recollection 

(j  Novi,  that  was  your  business  as 

to  deal  with  uaterlel  and  personnel,  was 

tlcularly  now.  In  thls_case,_  wlthjo^ 
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operation? 
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No  decision  for  war  can  be  mide  on  the  basis  of  such 
matters  as  Just  mentioned  by  you, 

q  Y/ell,  I  am  quoting,  I  thii^,  Admiral,  fairly 
and  accurately  the  effect  of  your  affidavit;  and  do 
you  not  use  the  words  ‘•economic  strangulation”  as 
one  ground  for  Justifying  your  voting  to  go  to  war 
with  the  United  States? 

A  That  v/as  one  .of  various  causes  wtiich  led  to’ 


A  A  decision  on'war  was  based  upon  the  final 
attitude  which  the  United  States  took  at  a  critical 
moment  as  a  result  of  the  economic  blockade.  But 
the  element  which  you  Just  mentioned  was  not  the  sole 

reason  for  any  decision  for  war, 

q  V.ell,  was  it  part  of  the  economic  strangula¬ 
tion  that  you  speak  of  that  the  United  States  was 
refusing  to  provide  millions  of  tons  of  oil  to  the 
Japanese  ^Wy? 

A  You  mean  a  part  of  the  economic  strangula¬ 
tion? 


Q  And  when  you  voted  for  v/ar,  did  you  consider 
it  in  part  Just  grounds  for  an  attaok  on  the  United 
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States  as  self  defense,  that  the  United  States  failed 
to  supply  Japan  with  enough  oil  to  feed  the  planes 
and  ships  which  would  be  used  and  were  used  later  to 
destroy  American  lives  at  Pearl  Harbor? 

A  Well,  the  question  Just  asked  me  sounds  to 
me  very  roundabout,  and  I  may  not  be  able  to  hit  the 
point  accurately  in  my  answer.  As  I  have  said  be¬ 
fore,  the  ouestlon  of  oil  which  you  Just  mentioned 
was  not  a  direct  deciding  factor  in  the  war  decision. 
It  was  one  of  the  indirect  reasons  or  causes. 

acting  PRESIDENT:  We  will  adjourn  until 


one- thirty, 


taken. ) 


CV/hereupon,  at  1200,  a  recess  v/as 
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AFTERNOON  SESSION 


The  Tribunal  met,  pursurnt  to  recess,  rt  1330 
marshal  of  the  COURT;  Tho  International 
Military  Tribunal  for  the  Far  East  is  now  resumed. 
ACTING  PRESIDENT;  Captain  Robinson. 

CAPTAIN  ROBINSON;  Mr.  ^resident  and  Members 


of  the  Tribunal 


r 


s/ 


shimad;. 


CROSS 


The  question  of  oil  was  a  very  vital  problem 
to  Japan.  The  question  of  oil  was  especially  pne  of 
great  importance  to  the  armed  forces  for,  if  there  were 
no  sup-ly  of  oil,  battleships  end  any  other  warships 


would  be  nothin?  more  then  scare  crows  end  such  weapons 
of  war  as  tanks  end  airplanes  of  the  army  too,  such  . 
mechanized  units  of  the  army  would  bo  useless  without 
oil.  The  heavy  industries  also  depended  to  a  very  great  . 
extent  on  oil  and  if  supplies  of  oil  were  stopped  vis-a- 
vis  these  industries  then  these  industries  would  not  be 
able  to  function  as  expected  or  desired.  Hence,  from  | 
the  standpoint  of  national  defense  rlone  it  would  not  be 
on  exaggeration  to  soy  that  nr.tionol  defense  is  based 
upon  rn  adequate  supply  of  oil.  But  your  question  that 
war  came  about  because  oil  was  stopped,  that  is  an 

e-ntircly  different  question. 

Q  7/ell,  that  wasn't  my  question,  was  it.  Admiral? 

V'ill  the  reporter  please  read  the  question- 
^  (Whereupon,  the  Japanese  court  reporter 

read . ) 

Q  (Continuing)  The  question,  you  see,  was  whether 
or  not  the  embargo  on  oil  wasn't  one  of  the  factors 
which  caused  you  to  vote  for  war.  Now,  whr.t  is  the 
answer,  yes  or  no?  Is  it  not  possible  to  answer  it  in 

that  way?  _ _ 


,  !4..  i>'- 
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A  It  was  one  of  the  factors  but  it  was  not  the 
‘undamcntal  factor. 

Q  Now,  you  are  farallirr  with  the  Japanese  pro- 
josrl  of  November  20  handed  by  Ambassador  NOMTTRA  to 
;he  Secretary  of  State  on  that  date,  introduced  in  this 
:rlal  as  exhibit  1245-H  at  record  page  10,811.  You  arc 
jcquaimted  with  that  proposal,  are  you,  admiral? 

A  Yes,  generally. 

g 

Q  Now,  directing  your  attention  to  proposal  No.  4 
9  ^  ’ 

JO  in  that  list  of  proposals  and  to  the  second  sentence 

11  which  reeds,  "The  Government  of  the  United  States  shall 

12  supply  Jaaen  a  required  quantity  of  oil,"  you  remember 

13  that  proposal,  do  you? 

14  A  Yes,  I  do. 

'i5  Q  ’,/ho  made  the  decision  to  include  this  require- 

ment  in  the  five  other  paragraphs  of  requirements  in 
this  note  of  November  20? 

18  ^  Navy  had  a  big  vo-.ee  in  the  matter.  The 

Navy  was  one  of  those  having  a  voice  in  the  matter. 

Q  Just  whet  did  you  do  in  that  connection? 

•  A  Of  course,  I  emuhasizod  the  necessity. 

22 

Q  V/here  and  when? 

A  Well,  actually  the  various  arrangements  wore 

25  made  by  officials  in  charge  and  I  expressed  my  views  and 
opinions  on  the  matter  to  the  officer  or  officers  in 


0 
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sy 
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I  charge. 

^  Q  and  what  were  those  opinions  and  views  with 

^  respect  to  how  much  oil  Japan  would  require  and  with 
J  respect  to  whether  or  not  the  Japanese  representative 
^  1  should  be  required  to  insist  upon  this  proposal? 

’i  A  I,  at  that  time,  did  not  consider  profoundly 

7  the  question  of  quantity  of  oil.  The  fact  in  connection 

8  With  which  I  was  most  concerned  at  that  time  was  whether 

9  the  Ignited  States,  while  understanding  the  purp®rt  of  the 

10  I  Japanese  demand  would  approach  Japan  in  bringing  about 

11  a  settlement.  For  instance,  I  was  not  concerned  whether 

12  the  rnitc-d  States  offered  to  supply  one  million  tons  or 
^^1  500  thousand  tons  in  response  to  Japan's  demands  for 


‘"‘I  two  million  thousand  tons. 

15  Q  million  thousand  tons?  Is  that  whet  you 

said.  Admiral?  Two  million  thousand,  tons?- 
THI.  INTIRPRETER:  Mr.  Prosecutor. 

18  < 

CAPTAIN  ROBINSON;  Yes? 

TUF  IKTERPRETTR:  I  shell  repeat.  The  witness 
said;  "For  instance,-  I  was  not  at  ell  concerned 

CAPTAIN  ROBINSON:  Just  the  last  amount,  if  you 

23  please.  The  amount  stated  there.  I  didn't  get  the 

24  figure . 

25  THi  INTERPRITER:  Tv/o  million. 

TUF.  MONITOR:  Two  million  tons. _ 
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CAPTAIN  ROBINSON:  Of  oil. 

Q  Thrt  omount,  two  million  tons,  is  that  the 
amount  you  mentioned  in  requesting  thet  that  sentence 
be  included  in  this  propose!  of  November  20? 

u  V/cll,  I  do  not  hrve  the  accurate  figures 

on  hand  at  the  present  moment,  but  I  have  a  vague 
_ f.hn  Quantity  was  4  million  tons  per 


annum 


CROSS 
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Q  Meaning  that  Japan  navxns 
Navy  having  two  years'  supply  had  8 

storage  at  that  time? 

A  That  is 'not  my  meaning  at 
with  regard  to  the  q\ 
in  her  memorandum  < 
to  that  question 


your  question 
manded  by  Japan 
it  is  in  response 

vogue  recollection  Is  thot  the  amount  cesxreu 

approximately  4  million  tons  o  year.  And  the  quan 
demanded  or  desired  was  not  for  the  Navy  alone  but 
included  civilian  needs,  Army  needs  and  Navy  needs 
Q  Referring  to  your  mention  of  the  two  year 
supply  for  the  Navy  I  am  still  trying  to  find  out, 
Admiral,  how  many  tons  the  Navy  had  In  storage  wh: 

you  refer  to  as  a  two  year  supply? 

.  T  think  I  have  already  responded  to  your 


any  figures  in  answer 
would  like  to  hove  some 


figures 
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I  Q  liov/f  in  regard  to  your  instructions  and  your 

I  attitude  toward  the  settlement  in  Vi'ashington,  do  you 
agree  that  that  one  requirement  with  regard  to  oil 
'  was  one  which  the  United  States  hod  to  meet  if  Japan 
was  not  going  to  attack? 

A  It  v;as  not  a  question  of  oil  alone# 

Q  V/ill  you  please  answer  ny  question?  The  ques¬ 
tion  was  whether  the  oil  requirement  was  one  which 
would  have  to  be  met. 

A  Well,  I  can't  —  I  donH  believe  I  can  state 
so  flatly  ns  that# 

'  G  If  Admiral  NOMURA  and  KUIiUSU  had  come  back 
without  that  provision  being  met,  would  the  decision 
have  been  acceptable  to  you? 

A  What  time  are  vou  referring  to? 

Q  Any  time  before  December  8,  1941# 

A  Well,  the  matter  of  oil  may  be  regarded  as 
1  one  of  the  basic  conditions  which  forced  us  to  decide 
upon  war,  but  it  v/as  not  a  deciding  factor# 

Nevertheless,  you  sow  that  the  provision  hod 
in  it  the  v/ord  "shall"!  "The  United  States  shall  supply 
Japan  with  oil,"  is  that  not  true?  That  would  be  the 
language  of  0  demand,  would  it  not,  to  the  United 
States  negotiators?. 

A  Well,  according  to  you,  Mr.  Prosecutor,  you 
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ap^oF“Eo“s^aTe^he  TiTuTUolPRTmeon  that  this 
proposal  become  —  this  proposal  of  the  20th  of  November 
became  the  basic  cause  of  the  war,  but  that  is  not  so. 

q  Of  course  no  such  position  was  presented. 

You  will  take  core  of  the  answering  of  the  questions, 

Ur.  Witness.  I  v'ould  like  to  ask  you  one  more.  As 
e  matter  of  self-defense,  was  it  not  the  United  States 
upon  which  the  burden  lay  to  exercise  its  right  of 
self-defense  by  refusing  to  send  additional  oil  to 


y 
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Japan  while  Japan  was  expanding  its  military  operations 
in  Indo -China  and  elsewhere? 


11 


12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 
19 
2U 
21 
22 

23 

24 


25 


ACTING  PKESIDEi^'T:  Mr.  Brannon. 

UR.  BKAl^NON;  We  object  to  that  os  — 
acting  PHESIbEWT:  Objection  sustained. 

Q  At  page  13  of  your  affidavit,  Mr.  Witness, 
you  state  that  you  were  confronted  with  the  question 
whether  or  not  Japan  could  bow  to  the  araerican  demands. 
Where  did  the  United  States  make  any  demands  upon 
Japan? 

A  The  United  States  made  its  demands  in  the 
Hull  note  of  the  26th  of  November,  1941. 

Q  W^t  demands  are  you  talking  about? 

A  The  Hull  note  in  toto. 

Q  That  is  0  mere  generality.  What  specifically?. 

A  One  of  those  demands  was  that  Japan  shall 


A 
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withdraw  entirely  from  rne  continwnu.  x  ux  - - - 

the  Hull  note  made  a  lot  of  statements  all  on  the 
premise  that  everything  Japan  had  done  so  far  was  wrong 
Q  Where  is  any  demand  about  that? 

A  If  Japan  submitted  to  tho  demands  as  presented 

s  obliged  to  retract,  to 
that  she  had  been  doing  up  to  that 


by  the  United  States  she  we 
cancel  everything  1 
date. 

Q  Well,  now 

Do  you  take  the  position  th 
refused  to  have  commercial 
ceased  aggressive  tactics, 
demand  on  Japan  to  do  anything? 

ACTli^G  PRESIDENT;  Mr.  Brannon.' 

L®.  BRAr^NON;  If  it  please  the  Tribunal,  the 

t 

defense  has  no  objection  to  the  prosecution  drawing 
from  the  witness  his  impression  or  interpretation  of 
the  Hull  note,  but  they  do  object  to  this  question  as 
asked  because  it  is  purely  argumentative. 

acting  PRESIDENT:  It  is  argumentative. 

Objection  sustained. 


SBO-cti  w^cwcroH-oso 
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■  CA^AIN  ROBINSONT  If  the  Court  please,  the 
effort  is  being  ^nade  here  to  find  out  from  this  ’vitness 
specifically  what  he  is  talking  about  when  he  speaks 
of  ••demands."  And  it  is  difficult  to  find  any  specific 
statement  by  the  witness.  Therefore,  the  effort  Is 
being  made  to  analyze  the  witness •  affidavit  here  with 
a  view  to  discovering  specifically  what  he  is  talking 

about  when  he  says  "demands." 

Q  As  a  matter  of  fact,  Kt,  Witness,  is  it  not 

a  fact  that  the  only  unilateral  commitment  suggested  by 
the  note  was  an  undertaking  by  Japan  that  she  would 
withdraw  her  armed  forces  from  China  and  from  Indo- 
China,  and  that  every  other  proposal  mace  in  the  note 
14  j  was  a  reciprocal  proposal,  the  United  States  and  Japan 
cooperating  and  mutually  granting  certain  action  and 

conditions? 

K^R,  Bil'iNNOK:  We  renew  our  objection  on  the 
same  grounds. 

ACTING  PRESIbENT:  The  document  speaks  for 

itself.  Objection  sustained. 

Q  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  Secretary  Hull  accom¬ 
panied  the  note  by  oral  proposals  for  financial  coopera¬ 
tion  between  Japan  and  the  United  States?  Will  you 
answer,  please? 

A  Did  you  say  an  oral  proposal? 
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Q  Right. 

A  At  the  present  I  do  not  have  any  recollection 

as  to  what  he  said  orally. 

Q  On  the  contrary  to  your  statements  in  your 

affidavit  about  demands,  is  it  not  a  fact  that  in  the 
note  of  November  26,  Japan  was  really  invited  by  the 
United  States  to  a  peaceful  conference  with  the  United 
States,  Great  Britain,  the  Netherlands  and  the  U.S.S.R., 
to  gather  around  the  conference  table  and  see  whether 
differences  could  not  bo  accommodated  and  normal  com¬ 
mercial  relations  resumed? 

MR.  BRANNON:.  The  documents  thus  far  presented 

speak  for  themselves.  The  witness'  affirmation  or 
denial  is  immaterial,  and  we  consequently  object  to 
the  question. 

ACTING  PRESIDENT:  We  will  hear  from  you 
briefly.  Captain. 

CAPTAIN  ROBINSON:  Before  the  Court  rules  . 
on  that,  your  Honor,  this  note  is  dlscusced  and  opinicns 
are  expressed  upon  it  extensively  in  this  witness' 
affidavit.  The  witness  speaks  of  demands  made  by  the 
United  States  in  this  note.  V/e  are  trying  to  have  the 
witness  point  out  in  the  note  the  demands  he  is  talking 
about.  In  other  words,  the  interpretation  is  made 
by  the  witness  in  his  affidavit,  in  which  he  draws 


HIUAl/ft 


conclusions  about  the  note.  No»  v,e  are 
out  from  the  witness  what  he  hoses  those  conclusions 
acting  PRESIDEin'i  Vou  can  ask  him  questlc 
of  that  kind,  but  not  In  argumentative  form  like  the 
oresent  question.  The  objection  Is  sustained. 

CAPTAIN  ROBINSON i  We  can  refer,  as  I  tak 
to  specific  details  of  the  note  and  ask  the  witness 
•shother  he  considers  them  to  be  demands  made  by  the 

United  States  upon  Japan. 

Q  For  example,  Mr.  Witness,  take  the  four 

principles,  the  fundamental  principles  that  Secret, 
Hull  suggests  as  being  contalneo  In  this  note,  nam< 
the  principle  of  national  Integrity  for  each  natlo, 
national  Independence  for  each  nation,  Internatlon 
equality  and  International  cooperation  among  natlo 
,,  ......  .rinclolos  harsh  demands  by  the 


1<R.  B.RANNON!  We  object  ago...,  - .  - 

is  argumentative.  We  have  no  objection  to  the 
•  interpretation  of  the  note  If  that  Is  what 

secution  would  Uko  to  ask. 

acting  president*  You  have  alreacy  asked  the 

,  what  his  objections  were. and  he  has  answered 
nation.  These  questions  that  you  are  asking 
.  ...... rotative  and  are  questions  for  the  Court 


CROSS 
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to  ^ocT^e;  ObJe^Ton  sustained, 

Q  At  page  9  of  your  affidavit,  I'r.  V/itness, 

you  state  that  you  never  entertained  a  doubt  that  Japan 
had  the  sole  right  to  determine  what  accumulation  of 
events  would  entitle  her  to  exercise  the  right  of  what 

she  might  see  fit  to  call  self-defense. 

MR.  3RAN"CN:  If  the  Tribunal  please,  if  that 

is  a  quotation  or  a  resume  of  what  is  contained  in  the 
affidavit,  we  objeat  to  it  because  it  is  not  accurate. 

CAPT/.1N'  ROBINSON:  At  the  bottom  of  page  9, 
those  are  exactly  the  words  of 


if  the  Court  ploasu, 

the  affidavit. 

ACTING  PRESIDENT 


No  question  has  been  asked 


The  question  is 


CAPTAIN  ROBINSON 


finish  it? 

ACTING  PRESIDENT:  Put  your  question. 

Is  it  your  claim  that  you,  as  a  minister  of 
state,  and  that  Jaoan,  through  representatives  such 
as  yourself,  had  the  right  to  make  up  your  own  decisior 
without  accountability  or  responsibility  thereafter 
to  any  other  authority,  national  or  international? 
v/as  that  your  position? 

A  My  position  vios,  as  I  hava  already  stated  in 
my  affidavit,  that  It  did  not  run  contrary  to  any 
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international  interpretation  or  any  international 
practice. 

(,  I  do  not  soe  ho®  that  answers  my  question, 
Mr.  -Vltness,  but  wo  will  pass  on  to  the  next  and  final 

subject  in  this  affidavit. 

ACTING  PRESIDENT:  Your  last  question  was 

answered  by  the  last  sentence  on  page  9. 

c;.?TAI«  R03IPS0N!  That  was  my  reference,  If 

the  court  FI..ISC,  and  I  was  trying  to  check  to  sea 
whether  or  not  this  witness  does  take  that  position, 
that  ho  is  accountable  to  no  power,  human  or  divine 
for  what  they  choose  to  do. 


4^ 


affidavit,  lir.  Witness, 
of  submarine  warfare, 
German  policy  of 
d  merchant  vessels? 
ctual  and  exact  words 
that  such  a  thing 
world  when  I  was  placed 


you  spofik  of  tho  Gen 
'.’hen  did  you  first  h^ 
destroying  survivors 

A  I  do  not  remember  the  a 

I  heard  for  the  first  tine 
talked  about  in  the 


was  being 
lin  custody  at  Sugamo  prison 


at  page  17  of  your  affidavit,  slightly 
,f  the  page,  that  submarine  atrocities 
^rational  plans  which  would  be  within 
)  of  the  Naval  General  Staff. 

;i,SID£WT;  He  did  not  use  fae  word 
le  affidavit,  nor  does  he  say  "knowledge 
tion  of  the  Naval  General  Staff." 
^OBINSOr-.  If  the  Court  please,  the 
reads  "within  the  sole  knowledge  of 
Staff" >  not  "jurisdiction,"  but 
is  in  t.;e  middle  of  page  17. 

HBSIDEHT;  I  see.  I  was  mistaken, 

.A  nn  In  the  uage.  At  the  top 


if  the  Court 


working  in 
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brougVit  out  that  in 
»f  conducting  submarine 
of  sinking  merchant  ships  without 

in  this  Indictment  is 
atrocity  warfare  in  that  they 
the  Court  citations  in 


t..e  trial  in  which  iz  i 
Indictment  there  is  no 
.warfare  as  a  mattQjf 
warning,  hut  that  the  only  charge 
that  the  Japanese  conducted 
destroyed  survivors.  I  can  give 
the  Indictment,  if  the  Court  please 
Ar-fPTm  Pmi;J:IDEI'!T;  V/e  don* 


that  in  thxs  case  tne  oruy  v,* 

warfare  v-hich  is  in  Issus  mirths  allegations  of  the 
indictment  -  as  1  understand  the  Court  has  ruled  1 
the  exclusion  of  the  Mlmltz  atfloavlt  —  In  effect  » 
be  the  atrocity  submarine  uarfare,  and  therefore  if 
misinterpreted  the  affidavit  It  was  In  an  effort  to 
It  appear  to  apply  to  some  Issue  In  the  case,  rathe: 
««  event  and  immaterial  allegation  of 


I  havB  a  quostion  from  a 
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mean  that  the  Navy  Ilinister  coulc  nc 
hu  knew  about  operational  plans  whi< 
national  law? 

'  THE  VITNESS;  No.  That  is 
internatioral  law  v»es 
great  deal  of  s 
end  I  never 


Strip 


adherence  to 
Imperial  Navy  put  a 
and  I  have  never  kno\»n 
Naval  General  Staff  would  in  any  action  wnxe. 

be  in  violation  of  international  law. 

acting  PRESIDENT:  That  is  not  the  question. 

Answer  the  question,  please. 

THE  ’-'ITNESS:  If  there  was  any  case  in  which 

intornatlonal  lav,  v,aa  vialotod,  tha  Ulnlstar  of  tv-.o  Havy 

,,0Uia  naturally  Issua  fr.c  nacassary  Manning. 

'  acting  PRESlDEKTi  And  suppose  the  Chief  of  the 

1  General  Staff  refused  to  follow  your  warning? 

thought  of  that, 

ore,  it  is  my  firm  belief  that  such  a  thing 
appen.  If  there  was  no  other  choice,  I 
it  that  there  be  a  transfer  or  change  in 
the  Naval  General  Staff. 

'AIN  ROBINSON:  May  I  proceed? 

Mr.  pwlSIDENT:  Proceed. 


I  have  never 


the  Chief  o' 
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vaere  you 


Yes. 

In  fact,  you  assuned  the  position  of  Chief 
,val  General  Staff  In  February  W-V*.  the  sanie 
which  the  defendant  TOJO  took  over  as  Chief 
rmv  Staff,  did  you  not? 


during  that  periou  wncxi  jr-- - 

General  Staff  and  Navy  Minisi 
both  vf  your  capacities,  learn 
atrocities  about  which  evidence  hi 
his  case  as  committed  by  Japanese 
in  the  Indian  Ocean  and  by  other 
on  numoreus  Pacific  islands? 

I  knew  nothing, 
explain  why  it  was  that 
took  that  double  command  posil 
Japanese  submarines  launched  theU 
cut  Allied  supply  lines  in  the 
survivors  of  torpedoed 


^2  both  Chief  of  the  Naval 

13  did  jt)u,  in  either  or 

14  of  the  wide-spread 

15  been  presented  in 
submarine  personnel 
Japanese  personnel 

18  ^  No,  I  learned  nothing 

19  Q  Would  you  please 

immediately  after  you 
in  February  19^^ 
special  campaign  to 

Ocean  and  to  massacre 


Indian 


ships? 


I  nover  knew  that  such  things  ever  occurred, 
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believe 


conducting  a  campaign 


In  India 

A  Probably  so,  1  do  noTi  ruci 

present  moment, 

Q  And  that  fact  and  numerous 
it  extremely  important  that  the  Ind 
line  be  cut  early  in  19'^^»  is  that 


was 
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the  Allied  supply  lines  in  the  Indian 


of  course, 

Ocean. 

A  ^es,  I  thought  that  that  was 
thing  throughout  the  war.  I  did  not 
especially  on  that  occasion. 

Q  The  Germans  likewise  were  ur 
I  Jaoanese  submarine  activity  in  the  Ir 
they  not? 

I  do  not  remember  any  such  i 


a  quite  important 
think  about  that 


were 
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Q  At  any  rate,'  as  Chiei 
staff  and-  Wavy  Mlnlstar,  did  you  not  in  February, 

1944,  give  orders  for  an  Intensified  submarine 
campaign  in  the  Indian  Ocean,  Is  that  not  correct? 

A  I  do  not  recall. 

l,  Did  you  not  direct  that  —  strike  that. 

At  page  16  of  your  affidavit  you  state, 

efore  the  Tribunal 

ns,  at  least, 

of  reprehensible 
;ifiable  dcnionciation 
lis  evidence  on  sub- 


naval  personnel  have  beer 
conduct,  inviting  severe 
Have  you  observed  that  m 
marine  atrocities  in  the 
centered  about  the  dates  betueen  February,  1944, 

and  July  or  August,  1944? 

A  Yes,  I  heard  them. 

■  Q  NOW,  the  occasions  to  which  you  refer  when 
you  say  that  "on  some  occasions,  at  least,  naval 
personnel  have  been  guilty  of  reprehensible  conduct," 

include  what  occasions? 

A  V/ell,  there  is  no  means  by  which  I  can 

check  or  ascertain  evidence  produced  by  the, prose¬ 
cution.  Believing  that  there  were  some  grounds  for 

introducing  such  evidence,  I  merely  here  expressed 

.  vnT  in«?tance«  if  there 


r 


s/ 


■''4 
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^  was  any  Instance  of  survivors  of  merchant  vessels 

2  being  machine  gunned  on  the  Indian  Ocean,  although 

3  I  cannot  believe  it,  I  am  expressing  my  heart-felt 

4  regret  in  the  supposition  that*  such  an  event  might 

5  hare  occurred . 

6  Q  I  am  not  talking  about  your  heart-felt 

7  regrets,  Admiral.  I  am  asking  about  your  statement 

8  that  you  assumed  responsibility. 

Now,  I  am  asking  on  what  occasions  you 

10  assumed  responsibility.  You  will  specifically 

state  those  which  you  fool  were  your  responsibility. 

I  If  I  may  specify,  did  you  assume  responsibility  _ 

acting  PRESIDENT:  Aren't  we  going  into 

too  much  detail.  Captain? 

13 

jg  I  CAPTAIN  ROBINSON:  l»ni  sorry.  I  think 

I  this  final  point  — 

18 1  '  ACTING  PRESIDENT:  It  seems  to  us  that  your 

19  present  line  of  questions  is  more  or  less  argument- 

2Q  ative. 

I  CAPTAIN  ROBINSON:  If  the  Court  please,  I'd 

!2  like  to  be  heard  on  that  for  a  Just  a  moment. 

I  Evidence  before  the  court  on  the  Dutch 

4  I  ship  TJisalak,  the  British  ship  Behar,  and  the 

5  American  liberty  ship  Nicollet  — 

- ^yiNG^PRESlDEFT:  We  know  an  that.  It 
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has  been  in  evidence. 

The  witness  says  he  doesn't  know  about 
them,  but  if  they  happened,  he  assxjmes  responsibility 
for  them, 

CAPTAIN  ROBINSON:  If  that  is  the  witness' 
statement  and  position,  that  is  sufficient  without 

further  interrogation. 

That  concludes  the  cross-examination,  sir, 
MR.  BFUiNNON:  The  Tribunal's  statement  may 
not  be  exactly  correct.  The  responsibility  assumed 
by  this  witness  is  as  set  out  in  his  affidavit. 

ACTING  PRESIDENT:  I  did  not  mean  to  go 

beyond  his  affidavit. 

CAPTAIN  ROBINSON:  In  that  event  — 

Acting  president:  He  says  he  lacked 
responsibility  to  control  the  conduct  of  men  on  the 
scene.  Then,  I  quote,  "I  must  neverthaess,  because 
rtf*  mv  simervisorv  tjositlon,  assume  responsibility. 


fifteen  minutes 


(Whereupon, 


SHIMADA 


asked  this  questionj  **In  these  operations,  nowever, 

In  your  fleet  as  in  the  fleet  commanded  by  Admiral 
HASAGAWA,  the  Japanese  aircraft  had  been  used  extessive- 
ly  In  the  bombing  operations  against  China,  had  they 

not?" 

Defense  counsel  objected  on  the  grounds,  gener¬ 
ally,  that  It  Is  not  disputed  that  the  Japanese  Navy 
carried  out  operational  maneuvers  against  China.  He 
further  stated:  "We  are  not  contending  at  this  time 
that  he  Is  not  responsible  in  chain  of  command  for  the 

actions  of  the  navy  at  that  time." 

The  Acting  President  then  said:  "In  view  of 
the  statement  just  made  by  defense  counsel,  what  Is  the 
necessity  of  pursuing  this  matter  any  further? 

"CAPTAIN  ROBINhON:  The  object  of  the  question, 
if  the  Court  please.  Is  to  show  that  the  use  of  carriers 
in  the  China  area  was  with  a  view  to  their  preparation 
for  surprise  attacks  later,  Including  the  ones  which  are 

being  testified  about  In  this  case. 

"ACTING  PRESIDENT:  Answer  that  question,  then. 

The  objection  of  de- 


That  might  be  a  proper  question 
fense  counsel  Is  sustained," 
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T^hould  Tiave  sald^'overruled,"  as  long  as  I 
already  said  the  witness  should  answer  the  question. 

The  prosecutor  did  not  ask  for  an  answer  to  his  question 

but  asked  another  o uest ion. 

I  make  these  remarks  so  that  the  record  may  be 


corrected 


please,  I  believe  we  will  not  take  the  time  to  asK  tne 
witness'  answer  to  th'ct  question.  I  probably  moved  to< 
rapidly  in  asking  the  next  question  without  inquiring 

further  into  the  matter. 

I  wish  to  ask  briefly  in  regard  to  official 
action  by  the  defendant  in’  connection  with  the  point 

his  affidavit  at  Page  17.  where  he  states 


♦  « 


-v/ 


1 
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to  the  witness.) 

^  This  document  bears  your  name,  SHIIIADA,  Shlge 
taro,  does  it  not?  Is  that  correct? 


Q  Well,  is  it  not  a  Navy  General  .‘■taff  direct¬ 
ive  of  instructions  to  TOYODA,  Commander  in  Chief  of  the 
Combined  Fleet? 


Q  Does  it  not  provide,  in  paragraph  2  on  the 
last  page  (4-)  at  page  4  of  the  English  version  of  the 
document  —  in  the  document  that  you  have,  probably  the 

last  sentence  of  the  order  —  as  follows? 

"Cooperate  positively  with  the  German  sub¬ 
marines  .n  their  communication  destruction  war  in  the 
Indian  Ocean."  Is  that  correct? 


being  authentic 


0  Do  you  recognize  that  document  as 


and  true? 

A  Well,  I  cannot  say  very  positively  nor  exactly 
but  I  believe  that  this  Is,  although  It  onlv  says  -copy’ 
on  the  document. 

CAPTAIN  ROBINbON:  The  prosecution  therefore 
offers  this  document  in  evidence,  if  the  Court  please, 
i  ACTING  PRESIDENT:  You  mean  the  whole  document 


CAPTAIN  ROBINfcON 
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grounds  to  object  at  tne  momenu. 

acting  PREflDENT:  As  I  understand  it,  the 

witness  has  accepted  the  authenticity  of  this,  although 
It  Is  marked  a  copy. 

HR.  BRANNON:  I  didn't  understand  that  he 

positively  identified  it. 

CAPTAIN  ROBINSON:  The  witness'  statement,  I 

think  the  record  will  show,  was  that  he  believed  It  to 
be  genuine,  as  I  understood  the  witness'  answer. 

This  Is  a  duplicate  original,  If  fhe  Court 
please.  I  believe  the  witness  went  on  to  say  that  It 
might  be  a  copy.  In  the  Navy  Mlnlstrv,  we  are  Informed , 
duplicate  originals  were  Issued,  and  therefore,  short  of 
gettlnr  from  the  Indian  Ocean  or  wherever  the  other 
. .  this  would  be  as  good  a  copy  as  one  could 


produce 
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MR.  BRANNON:  If  the  accused  will  Identl  y 
a3  having  bean  Issued  by  him,  I  vlU 
tion. 

BY  CAPTAIN  ROBINSON: 

Q  What  Is  your  answer,  Admiral?  Do  you  Identify 
this,  bearing  your  name,  as  having  been  Issued  by  yeu? 

A  This  copy  Is  not  In  my  recollection.  ,  This  Is 
a  rather  long  directive,  and  If  what  you  said  was  true, 
well,  then  there  Is  a  line  toward  the  end  to  the  effect 
•which  you  have  Just  mentioned  In  your  question.  But  1 
cannot  Velleve,  as  you  said.  Captain  Boblnson,  that  thl 

was  the  best  duplicate  In  the  Navy^  Ministry. 

acting  PRESIDENT:  That  is  not  the  question. 

Do  you  admit  that  you  signed  this  order,  or  Issued  the 

order,  or  that  It  ijas  Issued  by  the  Navy  Ministry? 

I  .  _  r.hipf  of  the  Naval  General 


Staff. 

the  WITNESS:  Since  at  present  this  doci 
not  in  my  recollection,  I  am  not  in  any  position 

identify  it. 

BY  CAPTAIN  ROBINSON: 

Q  You  find  it,  do  you  not, 

Genera.l  '^'taff  directives  for  19^4? 

you  were  examining? 

MRv’’BRAHNOMi 


in  a  volume  of  Naval 
Isn't  that  the  book 


I  understand  under  the  Court  s 
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and  presented  later  by  the  prose.uux.w  - - 

but  not  presented  nowj  the  admissibility  to  then  be 
argued  at  that  time,  and  not  predicated  upon  this  wit- 

ness'  Identification. 

acting  PRESIDENT:  By  a  majority  the  offer  o 

the  document  In  evidence  Is  refused.  You  may  offer  It 

for  identification  only. 

CAPTAIN  ROBINSON t  If  the  Court  nlease,  the 

prosecution  offers  the  document  for  Identification  only 
CIERK  OF  THE  OOURTi  Volume  printed  In  Japanese 
of  Navy  General  Staff  directives  for  the  latter  part  of 
the  year  19AA  will  receive  exhibit  No.  3571  for  identl 

fication  only. 

(Whereupon,  the’ document  above  re¬ 
ferred  to  was  marked  prosecution  exhibit  Np. 

3571  for  identification.) 

Excerpt  therefrom,  being  prosecution  document 

3196-A,w111  receive  exhibit  No.  3571-A  for  identifies- 
tion  only. 

(Whereupon,  the  document  above  re¬ 
ferred  to  was  marked  prosecution  exhibit  No. 
for  identification.) 

CAPTAIN  ROBINSON!  The  prosecution  now,  on  tl 
same  subject,  wishes  to  present  another  d.cument  ^ 
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Admiral,  with  Rear  Admiral 


0  t  Are 'you  acquainted, 

ICHIOKA,  Hlsashl? 

A  Yes,  I  aa* 

Q  What  was  his  navy  command  dur,  ig  the  firs 

of  1944,  while  you  were  Nevy  Blnlater  and  later  also 
Chief  of  the  Naval  General  Staff? 

A  I  do  not>recall. 

o  Was  he  not  the  commander  of  the  Eighth  fiabmarlne 


Squadron? 


No,  I  do  not  recall. 

Did  he  not  send  to  you, 
of  the  Eighth  Subraorini 
outlining  the  reco] 
In  the  Indian  Ocean  area 


Commander 
c  ommunlc  a  tl on 
marines 
and  31  May  194-4-? 

A  I  have'  no  recollection, 
f)  Do  you  recall  a  coromun. 

he  described  the  operations  of  1 

submarine  1-8 


atlon  from  him  In  which 
bmarines  under  his  com- 
wlth  respect  to  keeping 
and  Germany? 

May  the  witness  be  shown  IPS 


mand,  Including  a 
on  liaison  between  Japan 

CAPTAIN  ROBINPONj 

document  No.  314-6-A? 

(^thereupon,  a  document  was  handed  to 

the  witness.) 

Q  Upon  examining  that  document,  does  it  refresh 
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7o«r“ri^^otlon  of  your  having  seen  thnt  report  fr.m 
Admiral  ICHIOKA? 

A  It  aTJpears  from  this  document  that  It  was 
eadreesed  to  the  Klnlster  of  the  Nrvy  on  30  July,  end 
„es  received  on  the  14th  of  August.  Nou,  the  14th  of 
August  -  on  14  August  I  had  already  left  n.y  post  as 

mnlster  of  the  Navy  one  month  before. 

r  Nevertheless  It  relates  to  operations  betueen 

1  December  1943  and  31  Hay  1944,  d.es  It  not? 

A  duoh  a  document  as  this  one  la  sent  to  the 
Personnel  Affairs  Bureau  of  the  Navy  Ministry,  mention 
lng.4.ecordlng  the  merits  of  naval  personnel  to  be  used 

as  data  «hen  citations  or  decorations  are  given.  The 

-  .  .  .  _ vnn  11  notice,  is  a  periodic 


report  on  the  outline  of  raeritorlo' 
D  The  subject,  Admiral,  is 
Liaison  in  the  Indian  Ocean,"  and 
ing  this  document  to  you  rvas  to  se 
refresh  your  rccolloctlon  that  sue 
Jointly  conducted  during  the  perlc 
Navy  Minister  and  Chief  of  the  Nn^ 
Does  it  refresh  your  rec< 
A  My  memory  is  not  refresh 
CAPTAIN  ROBINtSON:  The  p 
document  for  identification  only^ 


CROSS 


OF  THF  COURT:  Sound  volume  entitled” 
No.  5,  Outline  of  I’orltorlus  Records  In 
.sla,  1  December  19^3  to  31  I'ay  1944,"  w 
•t  No.  3572  for  Identification  only, 
(vmoreunon,  the  document  above  re- 


3572  for  Identification.; 

ACTING  PRESIDENT:  I  have  a  question  to  put  by 

one  of  the  Members  of  the  Tribunal. 

BY  THE  ACTING  PRESIDENT: 

Q  You  have  testified  that  the  oil  question  was 
very  lnroortant  for  the  Navy.  Do  you  remember  dlsousslou 
about  the  means  to  prevent  the  destruction  of  oil  fields 

In  the  Netherlands  East  Indies? 

A  With  regard  to  that,  I  do  not  know, 

0  Did  you  ever  hear  anyone  oropose  to  threaten 
the  uhlte  population  or  white  officials  with  death  If  th 

oil  fields  should  be  destroyed? 

A  I  have  never  heard  of  any  such  a  thing. 

Q  TOJO,  In  one  of  the  Interrogatories,  exhibit 
1979- A,  recnrd  page  14,553,  stated  that  the  Imperial 
„  _ _ _ _ _  mfimbershlp  from  Army  and  Navy 


CROSS 


SHIMADA 


m.  BLAKENEY’;  On  behalf  of  Mr.  TOGO  I  wisn 
to  cross-examine  on  a  point  arising  out  of  the  cross 

eramination  by  the  prosecution. 

CROSS-EXAMINATION  (Continued) 


BY  MR.  BLAKENEY 


You  were  asked  in  the  course  of  cross- 
.on,  Mr.  Witness,  whether  you  knew  that  no 
;ion  of  the  commencement  of  hostilities  was 
1  Great  Britain,  and  you  were  asked  if  you 
reasons  therefor  or  what  explanation  you 
re  therefor.  Now  I  want  to  ask  you  whether 
b  a  fact  that  either  through  discussions  in 
son  conference  or  through  having  seen  copies 
matic  telegrams  routed  to  the  Navy  Ministry 
aware  of  the  fact  that  Secretary  Hull  had 
Id  the  Japanese  Ambassadors  in  Washington 

ftf  Great  Britain,  the  Netherlands 


that  the 

and  China  were  being  consulted  and  kept  inxoxu.«u  v.. 
the  negotiations  in  progress  in  Y/ashington? 

A  Yes,  I  knew  that  very  well. 

Q  And  is  it  a  fact  that  you  knew  from  the  • 

reports  of  the  Foreign  Minister  in  the  liaison  con¬ 
ference  that  he  himself  had  discussed  with  Ambassador 
Draigie  in  Tokyo  the  question  of  securing  British 
participation  in  those  negotiations^ _ 


0 
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Yes-y  I  have  -heara  aDou-c  T^nau. 

And  is  it  a  fact  that  contemporaneously  you 
of  Prime  Minister  Churchill’s  speech 

thereabouts  in  which  he  stated 
and  America  would  be 
British  declaration  of 


had  knowledge 
of  10  November  194-1  or 
that  hostilities  between  Japan 
followed  within  an  hour  by  the 

war  on  Japan? 

A  Yes,  I  remember  that  very  well. 

MR.  BLAKENEY:  Thank  you, 

ACTING  PRESIDENT:  Mr.  Logan, 
m.  LOGAN:  If  the  Tribunal  please,  I  w: 
to  ask  a  few  questions  on  behalf  of  Marquis  KIDO 
nnt  of  the  cross-examination  by  Captain 


EXAMINATION  (Continued) 
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SHI?IADA 


that  KIDO  In  his  diary  recorded  that  he  advised  the 
Emperor  and  requested  that  the  Emperor  call  the  Navy 
Minister  and  the  Chief  of  the  Navy  General  Staff  and 
that  the  true  Intention  of  the  Navy  be  ascertained  and 
the  matter  be  conveyed  frankly  to  the  Premier  also, 
not  the  Emperor. 

Admiral,  this  refers  to  the  meeting  that  you 
had  v/lth  the  Emperor  on  November  30.  Now,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  KIDO  himself  never  requested  you  to  appear 
before  the  Enperor,  did  he? 

A  No,  he  did  not. 

Q  And  he  never  had  any  talk  with  you  before 
you  appeared  before  the  Emperor  that  day,  did  he? 


Captain  Robinson  quoted,  states  this:  At 

summoned  in  audience  and  was  ordered  as  fol^ws 


V 
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Navy  Minister  arxi  the  Chief  of  the  wavax  uenerax 
Staff  have  annv'ered  my  question  about  the  previous 
matter  with  considerable  confidence  and  so  I 

instructed  TOJO  to  proceed  as  planned. 

y  the  quotations  I  have  read 

,  is  that  the  procedure’ 
the  procedure  which  Captain 


Now,  Admiral 

from  KIDO's  direct  testimony 
'liat  was  adopted  and  not 
Robinson  read  to  you? 

A  The  procedure  was  exactly  as  stated  in 

Marquis  KIDO's— affidavit,  is  it,  or  diary? 

MR.  LOGAN:  Yes,  affidavit  —  both,  and  diary. 
Now,  if  the  Tribunal  please,  may  I  ask  for 
your  permission  to  ask  one  or  two  questions  on  a 
matter  which  I  thought  Admiral  SHBIADA  had  answered 
on  my  cross-examination  the  other  day  before  Captain 
Robinson  cross-examined  but  which,  upon  examination 
of  the  record,  I  find  that  I 'was  mistaken  in  thinking 
4.u»4-  the  Questions.  There  will  be 


SHIiWiDA 


MR,  LOOAll*  Thank  you.  :  ) 

BY  luR.  LOG  an  :  (Continued) 

Q  Admiral,  coming  back  to  this  meeting  of 
November  29,  can  you  tell  us  what  transpired  in  the 
morning  meeting  when  the  Senior  Statesmen  and  the 
members  of  the  Cabinet  met  .and  the  Emperor  and  KIDO 
v/ere  not  there? 

A  Well,  being  quite  a  long  time  ago,  I  have 
forgotten  most  of  the  details,  but  I  can  state  the 
genera.l  outline. 

Correction  by  the  witness:  I  remember  the 
Important  points  of  the  meeting. 

Q  Could  you  tell  us  those? 

A  Vh.at  rei..alns  in  my  impression  today  is  th-’t 
very  long  explaaations  were  given  to  the  Senior 
Statesmen  by  government  representatives  such  as  the 
Prime  iainlster,  the  Foreign  i«inister  and,  if  I  am 
not  mistaken,  the  President  of  the  Planning  Board. 

Q  Did  any  of  the  government  officials  refuse 
to  answer  any  of  the  questions  of  the  Senior  States¬ 
men  upon  matters  other  than  pure  military  matters  or, 
rather,  military  operations  to  be  conducted  in  the 
future? 


A  There  v/as  no  one  who  refused.  Everyone  re 


plied 
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Q  And  v/ere  future  military  operations  dis¬ 
cussed  at  all  at  that  meeting? 

A  No. 

Q  v.'as  the  military  operation  for  Pearl  Harbor 
a  top  secret  v/hich  only  a  fev/  of  the  high  ranking 
officials  of  the  Japanese  Government  knew? 

A  Exactly. 

Q  Do  you  know  if  uarquis  KIDO  ever  knew  of 
the  attack  on  Pearl  Harbor  before  it  occurred? 

A  No.  There  would  be  no  chance  for  him  knowing 

that. 

Q  V/as  he  considered  one  of  the  high  ranking 
officials  of  the  Japanese  Government  v/ho  might  know 
about  it? 

A  No.  He  would  not  be  Included. 

LOG  an  :  Thank  you. 

ACTING  PRESIDENTj  Captain  Robinson. 

CAPTAIN  ROBINSON:  If  the  Court  please,  i^r. 
Logan  has  credited  me  as  misquoting  the  record  here, 
but  I  observe  that  the  place  at  v/hich  he  states  the 
record  is  in  error  is  an  error  in  reporting  what  I 
stated.  Therefore,  it  caq  be  taken  care  of  as  a 
clerical  detail,  I  should  think.  But  I  would  like  to 
have  this  record  show  that  ur.  Logan  is  in  error  in 
stating  that  that  is  the  way  I  stated  it  in  the 
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34,797 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 
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courtroom.  _ 

uuU  LOGAN:  If  the  Tribunal  please,  I  am 
not  in  error.  I  have  quoted  the  record  exactly  as 
it  is  reported.  If  there  is  some  other  error,  it  is 
not  mine. 

CAPTAIN  ROBItlSON:  If  the  Court  please,  it 
is  a  clerical  ejrror  which  I  shall  endeavor  to  see 
corrected. 

ACTING  PRESIDENT:  I  think  we  have  gone  far 
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enough  with  that,  . 

ur,  Brannon. 

uJl.  BRANNON:  I  have  a  few  Questions,  if  the 
Tribunal  please,  on  redirect  examination, 

'  REDIRECT  examination 

BY  i-R,  BiiANNON: 

Q  Now,  Admiral,  when  an  Admiral  of  the  Fleet 
returns  from  overseas  to  Japan,  when  he  returns,  was 
he  ordinarily  received  by  the  Emperor? 

A  Yes,  exactly, 

Q  So  that  when  you  returned  fr^J  your  China 
S^s  assignment  you  vere  accorded  the  same  privileges 
as  other  Admirals  had  been  given  in  the  past? 

A  Yes,  exactly  according  to  customs. 

Q  Nov;,  you  have  stated  that  you  were  commander 
Ir^  Clhief  of  the  China  Fleet  and  that  in  that  capacity 
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you  engaged  in  naval  activities  against  China,  isiay 
I  now  ask  if  you  formulated  the  operational  policies 
against  China  c  was  that  done  by  someone  else? 

A  It  was  conducted  in  accordance  with  the 
directions  of  the  Chief  of  the  Naval  General  Staff. 

Q  The  orders  were  then  forwarded  to  you  as 
Commander  in  Chief  of  the  China  Tleet  and  you  acted 
in  pursuance  to  those  orders? 

A  Yes,  as  you  say. 

Q  Now,  in  the  course  of  your  duties  as  Comt.ander 
in  Chief  of  the  China  ?leet  did  you  at  any  time  issue 
an  order  to  your  subordinates  for  the  attacking  of  a 
non-military  objective? 

A  No,  never. 

Q  Referring  for  a  moment  to  the  blockpde  of 
the  China  coast,  mentioned  by  the  prosecutor,  I  will 
ask  you  if  all  commodities  and  all  articles  were  kept 
out  of  China  by  that  blockade  —  attempted  to  be  kept 
out  by  that  blockade. 

A  Although  it  v/as  in  the  midst  of  an  incident, 
this  coastal  blockade  was  carried  out  primarily  for 
the  purpose  of  preventing  the  inflow  of  any  materials 
related  to  war,  such  as  weapons  and  materials  of  a 
corresponding  nature  which  v/ould  be  an  advantage  to 


J 


SHIi-kDh. 


further  lllce  to  add  that  Captain  Robinson  inquired 
about  blockading  food  supplies.  But,  In  so  far  as 
this  comncdity  was  concerrod,  there  were  conditions 
attached  to  It  In  that  any  food  supplies  going  to 
the  armed  forces  were  prevented  from  reaching  them, 

Q  So  that  all  materials  were  not  kept  out  but 
only  those  that  you  considered  to  be  a  military 

necessity? 

A  Yes,  as  you  say. 

Q  Admiral,  during  the  time  that  you  were  Navy 
ulnlster  of  J<apan,  did  you  receive  any  oil  from  the 
United  States? 

A  No,  absolutely  not,  never, 

Q  Now,  when  the  prosecution  asked  you  If  you 
received  more  oil  from  the  United  States  than  you 

i  * 

did  from  French  Indo-Chlna,  I  believe,  wc-re  you  . 
answering  basing  your  knowledge  on  what  went  on 
before  you  became  Navy  ii.lnister  or  during  the  time 
that  you  were  Nrvy  tilnlster? 

A  In  my  recollection  the  question  from  the 
directed  towards  the  proportion  of 


prosecutor  was 
oil  in:  storage  In  Japan,  the  proportions  betv/een 
the  United  States  and  the  Netherlands  East  Indies,  . 

Q  I  believe  also  the  prosecution  osked  you  from 
where  you  got  most  of  .the  oil,  and  I  was  merely  asking 


REDIRECT 


you  v.'hether  you  predicated  your  answer  upon  the  time 
when  you  were  ilinlster  of  the  Navy  or  not, 

A  During  the  time  I  was  Navy  ilinlster  not  one 
drop  of  oil  came  Into  Japan, 

acting  PnESIDLMT:  V/e  will  adjourn  until 
nine- thirty  tomorrow  morning, 

(Vihereupon,  at  l600,  an  adjourn¬ 
ment  was  taken  until  Tuesday,  9  December, 

1947,  at  0930.) 


